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whether this court is bound by precedent from our Supreme Court; whether trial
court should have rendered judgment denying rather than dismissing motion to
correct illegal sentence.
State v. Euclides L. . . . . . . . . . e 151
Risk of injury to child; claim that trial court improperly failed to instruct jury that
it should acquit defendant if it concluded that his use of force in caring for his
daughter was accident; whether trial court’s charge to jury was legally correct
and adequately instructed jury on issue of accident; whether separate accident
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charge was required; whether trial court’s general intent instruction adequately
addressed issue of accident.
State v. Grasso. . . . . . . . . L
Manslaughter in first degree with firearm; whether state failed to disprove beyond
reasonable doubt claim that defendant acted in self-defense when she shot victim,
whether evidence supported finding that defendant’s use of deadly physical force
was premature; unpreserved claim that defendant’s rights to due process and to
effective assistance of counsel were violated when trial court denied jury’s request
to rehear closing arguments of prosecutor and defense counsel; claim that defend-
ant waived claim when defense counsel failed to object to court’s proposed response
to request of jury and affirmatively stated that he did not object to it.
State v. Mukhtaar . . . . . . . ...
Murder; motion to correct illegal sentence; whether court properly concluded that it
lacked jurisdiction to consider issues raised in motion to correct illegal sentence;
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Vazzano v. Reveron (Memorandum Decision). . . . .. ... .. ... .. ..........
Williams v. State. . . . . . . . .. e
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Sfailed to consider all instances of negligence alleged in complaint,; reviewability
of claim that trial court improperly failed to consider certain statutes, state
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its discretion by ordering defendant to commence trial after allowing his attorney
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